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inate condemnation of all congress-
men, wise and unwise, fit and unfit,
good and bad alike. No one realizes
more than 1 the importance of ¢o-
operation between the executive and
congress, and no one hoids the auther-
ity and dignity of the congress of the
U'nited States in higher respect than I
do. T have not the slightest sympathy
with the practice of judging men, for
good or for ill, not on their several
merits, but in a mass, as members of
one particuiar body or one caste., To
put together all men holding or who
have held a particular office, whether
it be the office of president, or judge,
or senator, or member of the house of
representatives, and to class them all,
without reégard to their individual dif-
ferences, as good or bad, seems to me
utterly indefensible; and it is equally
indefensible whether the good are con-
founded with the bad in a heated and
unwarranted championship of ail, or in
a heated and unwarra®ited assauit upon
all. I would neither attack nor de-
fend all executive officers in a mass,
whether oresidents, governors, cabinet
officers, or officials of lower rank; nor
would I attack or defend alil legislative
officers in a mass. The safety of fre=
government rests very largely in the
ability of the plain, everyday citizen to
discriminate between those public
servants who serve him iil. He ecannot
thus diseriminate if he is gersuaded to
pass judgment upon a8 man, not with
reference to whetker he is a fit or unfit
cervant, but with reference to whether
he i= an executive or legisftive of-
ficer, whether he belongs to one branch
or the other of the government.

This allegation in the resolution,
therefore, mpust certainly be due to an
entire failure to understand my mes-
sage.

The resoiution continues: “That the
president he requested to transmit to
the house any evidence upon which he
based his statements that the ‘chief ar-
gumoent in favor of the provision was
that the congressmen d'd not them-
selves wish to be investigated by se- |
cret service men.' " This statem:nt, |
which was an attack upon no one, still
iess upon the congress, is sustzinad by
the facts,

Tawney Mentioned.

I¥ vou will turn to the Congressional
Record for May 1 last, pages 5553 to
3560, inclusive, you will find the debate
‘on this subject. Mr. Tawney of Min-
nesota, Mr, Smith of Towa, Mr. Sherley
of Kentucky, and Mr. Fitzgerald of
New York appear in this debate as the
special champions of the provision re-
ferred to. Messrs. Parsons, Bennet
and Driscoll were the leaders of those
wio opposed the adoption of the
amsndment and upheld the right of the
government to use the most efficieng
means possible in order to detect crim- |
inals and to prevent and punish crime. |
The amendment was carried in the|
committee of the whole, where no/!
votes of the individual members are
recorded, s# I am unable to diserimin-
ate by mentioning the members who
voted for and the members who voted
against the provision, but its passage,
the Journal records, was greeted with
applause. 17 am well aware, however,
that in any case of this kind many
members who have no particular
knowledge of the point at issue are
content simply to follow the iead of
the committee which had considered
the matter, and 1 have no doubt that
many members of the house simply fol-
lowed the lead of Messrs. Tawney and
Smith, without having had the oppor-
tunity to know very much as to the
rights and wrongs of the question.

I would not ordinariiy attempt in this
way to discriminate between mewmbers
of the house, but as objection has been
taken to my language, in which I sim-
ply spoke of the act'on of the house as
a whole, and as apparently there is a |
desire that 1 should thus discriminate,
I will staie that I think the responsi-
bility rested on the committee on ap-
under the lead of the
members I have mentioned,

Now as to the request of the congress
that I give the evidence for my state-
ment ihat the chief argument in favor
of the nrovis’on was tuat the congress-
men (lid not themselves wish to be in-,
vestigated by secret service men.

Says Record Supports Him.

'he part of the Congressional Record |
to which I have referred above entire- |
Iy cupports this statement. Two dis-
tinct lines of argument were fn"n‘.\’t’d'
in the debate. One concerned the ques- |
whether the law warranted the

whom

partments other than the treasury, and
this did not touch the merits of the
service in the least. The other line of
argument went to the merits of the

only argument used was that the serv-
ice should be cut down and restricted
because its members had ‘‘shadowed”

If we examine the debate in detail it
appears that most of what was urged
in favor of the amendment took the
form of the s'mple statement that the
committee held that there had been a
“violation of law"”™ by the use of the
secret service for other purpcses than
suppressing counterfeiitng {(and one or
two other matters which can be disre-
garded), and that such language was
now be used as would effectually
prevent all sueh “violation of Jjaw™
hereafter. Mr. Tawney, for instance,
savs: ‘It was for the purpose of stop-
ping the use of this service in every
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government that this provision was
inserted;” and Mr. Smith says: “Now, |
that was the only '\\';1,\‘ in which any
limitation could be put upon the ac- |
tivities of the secret service.” Mr.ﬁ
Fitzgerald followed in the same wvein, |
and by far the largest part of the ar-i

secret service was confined to the|
statement that it was ‘n “violation of |
{law.”" Of course, such a statement is|
not in any way an argument in favor |
of the justice of the provision. It is|
not an argument for the provision atf
ali. It is simply a statement of what |
the gentlemen making it conceive to |

!

“Pou congress, and indiscrin-

have been the law. There was both by
implication and direct statement the
assert’on that it was the law, and ought
to be the law, that the secret service
should only be used to suppress coun-
terfeiting: and that the law should be
made more rigid than ever in this re-
spect
Tawney Prevaricated.

Incidentally I may sav that in my
judgment there is ample legal authority
for ihe statement that this appropria-
tion law to which reference was made
imposss no restrictions whatever upgn
the use of the sedret service men, but
relates sulely to the expenditurée of the
money appropriated. Mr. Tawney in
the debate’ stated that he had in his
possession “a letter from the secretary
of the treasury received a few days
ago” in which the secretary of the
treasury “himself admits that the pro-
visions under which the appropriation
s been made have been violated year
after year for a number of years in
his own department.” [ append here-
with as Append x A the letter referved
to. It makes no such admission as

'instanm‘. statements like the foliowing:

i to

i formance
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that which Mr. Tawney alleges.” It con-
tains, on the contrary, as you will see
by reading it, an * tic protest
against any such abridgment of the
rights dslegated io the secretary of the
treasury by existing law,” and ¢on-
cludes by asserting that he “is quite
within h's rights in thus empioying
the service of these agents'™ and that
the preposed modification which Mr.
Tawney succeeded in carrying through
wouid be “distisictly to the advantage
of volators of crimminal statutes of the
Unitdd States.”” 1 ecall attention to the
fact that in this letter of Secretary
Cortelyou to Mr. Tawney, as in my
letter to the speaker guoted below, the
explicit statement is made that the
proposed change will be for the benefit
of the criminals, a stateinent which 1
simply reiterated in public form in my
message to the congress this year, and
which ‘s &lso contained in effect in the
report of the secretary of the treasury
to the congress.

A careful reading of the Congression-
al Record wili also show that practi-
cally the only arguments advanced in
favor of the lim tation prdposed by Mr.
Tawney's committee, beyond what may
be supposed to be contained by impli-
cation in certain sentences as to
“abuses” wkich were not specified, were
those contained in the repeated state-
ments of Mr. Sherley. Mr. Sherley
stated that there had been “pronounced
abuses growing out of the use of the
secret service for purposes other than
those intended,” putting his statement
in the form of a question, and n the
same form further stated that the
“private conduct” of “members of con-
gress, senators,” and others ought not
to be investigated by the secret serv-
ice, and that they shouid not investi-
gate a “member of congress” who had
been accused of “conduct unbecoming
a gentleman and a member of con-
gress.” Im addition to these assertions
couched as guestions, he made one
positive declaration, that “This secret
service at one t'me was used for the
purpose of looking into the personal
conduct of a member of congress.”
This argument of Mr. Sherley, the oniy
real argument as to the merits of the
question made on behalf of the com-
mittee on appropriations, will be found
in eolumns one and two of page 5556,
and column one of page 5557 of the
Congressional Record. In ecolumn one
of page 5566 Mr. Sherley refers to the
impropriety of permitting the secret
service men to investigate men W the
departments, officers of the army and
navy, and senators and congressmen:
in column one, page 5557, he refers only
to members of congress. - His speech
puts most weight on the investigation
of members of congress.

An inter-Ocean Special.

What appears in the record is filled
out and explained by an article which
appeared in the Chicago Inter-Ocean
of Jan. 3, 1904, under a Washington |
-headline, and which marked the begin |
ning of this agitation against the se- '
cret service. It was a special article
of about 3,000 words, written, as T was
then informed and now understand, by
Mr. L. W. Busbey. at that time private
secretary to the Speaker of the house.
I inclose a copy of certain extracts
from the article, marked Appendix B.
It contained an utterly unwarranted
attack on the secret service division of
t!w treasury department and its chief.
The opening paragraph includes, for

“He (the chief of the division) and

his men are desirous of ‘doing the se-
cret detective work for the whoie gov-
ernment and are not particular about
drawing the line between the law-
makers and the lawbreakers.
ready to shadow the former as- well-as
the latter.” ’
_ Then, after saying that congress will
insist that the men shall only be used
stop  counterfeiting, the article
g0€s on;

“Congress does not intend to have a
Fouche or any other kind of minister
of police to be used by the executive
departments against the legislative
branch of the government. It has been
So used, and it is suspected that it has
been so used recently. * * & The leg-
islative branch of the government will
not tolerate the meddling of detectives,
whether they represent the president,
cabinet officers, or only themselves
¥ * * Congressmen resented the sec-

ret interference of the secret service

| inen, who for weeks shadowed some of

the most respected members of the
house and senate. * * * When it was
discovered that the secret service men
were shadowing congressmen there was
a storm of indignation at the capitsl
and the bureau came near being ¢bol-
ished and the appropriation for the Sup-
pression of counterfeiting cut off, ¢ ¢ =
At another time the chief of the secrst
gervice had his men shadow CONETess-
men with a view of involving them in

| scandals that would enable the bureaa

to dictate to them as the price of si-
lence. * * * The secret service men
have shown an inclination again to
shadow members of congress, knowing
them to be lawmakers, and this is no
Joke. Several of the departments have
asked congress for secret funds for in-
vestigation, and the treasury depart-
ment wants the limitation removed from
the appropriation for suppressing coun-
terfeiting. This shows a tendsney to-
ward Foucheism and a secret watech on
other officials than themselves.”

At the time of this publication the
work of the secret service, which was
thus assailed, included ospecially the
investigation of the great land frauds
in the west, and the securing of evi-
dence to help the department of justice
in the beef (rust investigations at Chi-
cago, which resulted in successful pros-
ecutions.

In view of Mr. Busbey's pesition, I
have accepted the above quotsd stale-
ments as fairly expressing the real
meaning and animus of the attacks
made in general terms on the use of {he
gecret service for the punishment of
criminals. Furthermore, in the per-
of my duty, to endeavor to
ind the feelings of congressimen on pub-
lie questions of note, T have frequently
liscussed this particular matter with
members of congress and on such ocea-
sfons the reasons alleged to me for the
hostility of congress to the secret ser-
viee, both by those who did and by
these who did not share this hostifity,
were almost invariably the same as
those set forth in Mr. Busbey's article
I may add. by the way, that these alle-
gations as to the secret service are
whoily “without foundation in fact.

The Rezal Question.

But all of this is of insignificant in-
portange compared with the main, the
real iespe. This issue is simply, does
:ongress desire that the government
shali have at its disposal the most «fi-
‘fent instrument for the detection of
criminals and the prevention and pun*
ishment of crime, or does it not? The
action of the house last May was emn-
ohatically an action against the intcrest
of justice and against the interest of
law-abiding people, and in itd effect of
benefit only to lawbreakers. I am not
aow dealing with motives; whatever
may have been the motive that iInduced
the action of which I speak, this was
beyond all question the effect of that
action. Is the house now willing to
‘emedy the wrong? v

For a long time I contented myself
with endeavoring to persuade the house
.

They are |

not to permit the wrong, speaking in-
formally on the subject with those
members who, T believed, knew any-
thing of the matter, and communicat-
‘ng officialiv enly in the ordinary chan-
nels, as through the gecretary of the
treasury. In a letter to the speaker on
April 30, protesting against the cutting
down of the appropriation vitally nee-
essary if the interstate commerce com-
mission was to carry into effect the
twentieth section of the Hepburn law,

I added: “"The provision about the em-
ployment of the secret service men
will work very great damage to the

government in ite endeavor to prevent
and punish crime. There i no more
foolish outery than this against ‘spies’:
only criminals need fear our detec-
tives.” (1 inciose copy of the whele
letter, marked “Appendix C.” The
postseript is blurred in iy eopybook,
and two or three of the words cannot
be deciphered.) These methods proved
unavailing to prevent the wrong.
Messrs. Tawney, Smith and their fel-
low members on the appropriations
committee paid no heed to the protests;
and as the obnoxious provision was in-
corporated in the sundry civil bill, it
was Impossible for me to consider or
dizcuss it on its merits, as I should
have done had it been in 2 separate
bill. Therefore, T have now taken the
ondy method available, that of discuss-

as all efforte to secure what I regard
as proper treatment of the subject
without recourse to plain speaking had
failed, I have spoken plainly and di-
rectly, and have set forth the facts in
explicit terms.

Work Done by Service.

Since 1801 the mmvestigations covered
by the secret services division—under
the practice which had been for many
years recognized as proper and legiti-
mate, and which had the
sanct’on of the highest law officers of

received

the goverminceni—have covered a wide
range of offenses against the federal
law. By far the most important of
these related to the public domain, as
to which there was uncovered a far-
reaching and widespread system of
fraudulent transactions involving beoth
the illegal acquisition and the illegal
fencing of government land: and, in
connection with beth these offenses, the
cerimes of perjury and subornation of
perjury. Some of the persons involved
in these violations were of great wealth
and of wide political and social influ-
ence. Both their corporate associations
and their politicai affiliations, and the
lawless character of some of their em-
ployés, made the Iinvestigations not
only difficult, but dangerous., In Colo-
rado one of the secret service men was
assassinated. In Nebraska it was nec-
essary to remove a United States at-
torney and a United States marshal
before satisfactory progress could be
made in the prosecution of the of-
fenders.

The evidence in all these cases was
chiefly secured by men trained in the
secret service and detailed to the de-
partment of justice at the request of
that department and of the department
of the interior. In the state of Ne-
braska alone sixty defendants were
indicted: and of the thirty-two cases
thus far brought to trial, twenty-eight
have resulted In convietion: two of the
principals, Messrs. Comstnck and Rich-
ards, men of wealth and wide influence,
being sentenced to twelve months in
jall and fined $1.500 each. The follow-
ing secret service memorandum made
in the courge of a pending case illus-
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ing it in my message to congress; and |

trates tae ramifications of interest with
which the government has to deal:

Some Nebraska Cases.

Charles T. Stewart of Council Bluffs
was indicted at Omaha for conspiracy
to defraud the gavernment of the title
to public lands in McPherson county,
Nebraska.: also indicted for msaintain-
ing an unlawful inclosure of the pub-
lic lands, and also under indictment for
perjury in connection with final proof
submitted by him on lands filed on by
him as a homestead. Inshis final proof
he swore that he and his family had
resided on the lands in McPherson
county (which are within his unlawful
inclosure), when as a matter of fact
his family has at all times resided in

wholesale district there. He is reputed
to be quite wealthy. Stewart’'s attor-
neys are Harl & Tinley, of Council

Counc’l Bluffs, Ta. He is engaged in
the wholesale grocery business. his
store being located in Omaha, in the|

would have been impossible, and inost

have escaped. No -more strikinz in-
£tance camn be imagined of the Jesirabil-
ity of having a central corps »f skilled
investigating agents who can at any
time be assigned, if necessary in large |
numbers, to investigate some violation |
of the federal statutes, in no matter
what branch. of the public service. In
‘this particular case most of the men in-
vestigated whe were public servanis
were in the executive branch of the gov-
ernment. But in Oregon, where an enor- |
mous acreage of fraudulently alienated
publiec land was recovered for the gov-
ernment, a United States senator. Mr.
Mitchell, and a member of the lower
house, Mr. Williamson, were convicted
on evidenee obtained by men trans-
ferred from the secret service, and an- ‘
other member of congress was indicted *

|

|
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for Many Men

It Was a Happy New Year

For those who got fitted with a new overcoat or suit at my annual clearance sale found
that they had saved a third of their money and yet had clothes as good as any man wants.

THE SALE STILL GOES ON
13 OFF ANY SUIT OR OVERCOAT IN MY STOCK

That means in figures:

$33.65 buys $50 worth
26.65 buys 40 worth

$20.00 buys $30 worth
13.35 buys 20 worth

$10.00 buys $15 worth |

All Manhattan stiff front Shirts, /2 off

Pleated front shirts generally reduced

1$3.00 Shirts at $2.00
2.00 Shirts. at 1.35

$1.50 Shirts at $1.15
1.00 Monarchs, 75c¢

Fancy Vests, /2 price

Odd Trousers, 4 off

An so on throughout the store.

Special bargains in every line.

what you can buy and how much you can save.

50c Hose at 35¢c or three pair for $1
25c Hose at 20c er three pair for 50c

Come in today and see

ICOL, 210 Main St.

It

Good Clothes, Now

Pays You to Buy




